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Addressed to Foreign Office telegram No. 1 Saving of 
January 25. repeated for information Saving to Amman (2), 
Baghdad (2), Cairo (1), Da^scus (2), Jedda (3), Khartoum 

i/ashington (m and Tel Aviv (2) 

My telegram No, 69: Arab Summit. 


( 2 ), 


fb 



Lebanese press reactions on the conclusion of the Cairo 
Meeting have been varied. Independent papers ( Naiiar . Hayat . 
Jarida) welcome the apparent reversal in Leaser's ap roach to 
inter-Arab affairs. The general moderation of the resolutions 
was hailed as a vindication (if not also a product) of uebanon*,. 
own traditional policies. Several anti-U.A.R. papers have been 

sceptical of positive results. Safa described the joint 
communique as "good literature and nothing else", Zarnan on 
January 18 protested that the Conference had occupied itself with 
matters irrelevant to the main question at issue. (Its next 
editorial was censored.) Fro-U.A.R. papers have been fulsome 
and optimistic. All shades agree that Nasser himself has done 

well out of it. All papers on January 23 headlined the official 

announcement that the Cabinet had endorsed the Summit resolut¬ 
ions, had allocated the Lebanon's quota of £L,1-million for the 

_\Unified Command, and had renewed the existing authorisation of 

'£L.10-million for diversion of the Hasbani. (Figure of £L.1Q.000 
quoted i n Hankey 1 s _6/64 of January 4 to GoodiecJbSwtt* 
iricjcuirectr)7 Since January 23 the subject has been ovex shadowed 
by vehement criticism from all quarters of K r. Alexis Johnston 1 s . 

remark about "not standing idly by". . / ' 

* 

2 + On the specific question of diverting the head waters ±he ^ 
distinct public air of scepticism has not appeared in prints & * 
Newspapers have avoided serious consideration of ways and me^uj, 
limiting themselves to alleged plans for diverting the Hasbani 
into the Litani (thereby increasing the irrigation potential of 
the latter) and for local irrigation in Lebanese/Syrian frontier 
zone from lower down the Hasbani. There has been no recent 
suggestion here that the Hasbani might be diverted along with the 
Banias into the Yarmouk (Amman telegram No # 2k )• 

3. Al-Moharrer (pro-U.A.R.) carried on January 23 an alleged 
secret report of the Arab Technical Committee's plan for divert .. 
(translation by this bag), it bears little resemblance to the 
M.E.N.A. version of the U.A.Ro plan reported from Cairo in 
Hawl^v 1 r let tan P/i 1 /i /rJi of January 11. Neither of them, 

notice, speaks of diverting the Dan, which suggests that at 
least some realities have been appreciated. Apart from the figui e 
of £6i-million appearing in Al-Moharrer and the Cairo communique, 

/ the 
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the press here have carried no estimates cf cost... Reports 

that oil-producing countriec would Tool the bill have been 
published without comment. 


Um Commenting on Al- oharrer r s report G. ehsn of Development 
Division has calculated that to divert the Hasboni from Soak 
al-Khan (the correct place naie) into the Litani would require 
a continuous 3 kilometre tunnel coating at least £1: ; -million 
excluding darn and reservoir on the Hasbani and flood protection 
v/orks in the Litani basin, which would bring the total to at 
least £2^--million. This would be only for diversion into the 


Lea# uce the watex lor in igation might cost an additional 

£3-million. The quantity of watei diverted might be vs much 
as ICC n.c.i-.. Other measure ., downstream to ^ti^ize the 27 ,.. # c*,. 
entering the Hasbani from the azzani spring on local irrigation 
works (covering say 6,0'OC acres) and diversion oi the remainder 
in co the Benias by an ll-kilcmetre canal or oiue miglit cost 
£1^-million. 


an oi one veiuc i 
> ipe night cost 


5. as for the Unified Comment , the only point I huve to add tc 
those in my telcgi « m ?^o # 69 is that L 1 Oricnt uau J~ iida quoted 
reports from Cairo during the Conference that the" Lebanese 
delegation had entered reservations in the sense that non-Leb; ir 


>»s for 


troops could o*:ly be permit Led to enter the Lebanon by invitut 4 
of the Government a.tc< if put under .Lebanese command* (These 
were precisely the reservations enter ,*c by the Lebanese at the 
19C1 Defence Council meeting cf the League, which also decided 
set up a Unified Command.) Several papers h^ve announced tint 


the Technical Committee and the Unified Command will bose tlieu- 


seivew on the Lebanon. 


6. It has been announced that the Foreign inister will give 
a full l ccount of the Suicnit resolutions to the Foreign Affairs 

Committee of the Chamber on January 30* 
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Arab Summit. 


Lebanese Press reactions on the conclusion of the Cairo 


Meeting hare been varied. 


Independent papers ( Kahar. Havat. 


) welcome the apparent reversal in Nasser's approach to 




inter-Arab affairs. 


The general moderation of the resoluti 


was hailed as a vindication (if not also a product) of Lebanon's 


own traditional policies• 


Several anti-C.A.R. papers have been 


sceptioal of positive results. 




described the join communique 
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as "good literature and nothing else". Zaman on Janu 
protested that the Conference had occupied itself with 



irrelevant to the main question at issue. 


(Its next 
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was censored.) 


PTO-U.A.R. papers have been fulsome and optimistic 


All shades agree that Nasser himself has done well out of it. 

All papers on January 23 headlined the official announcement that 
the Cabinet had endorsed the Summit resolutions* had allocated 
the Lebanon's quota of £L.l-mlIlian for the Unified Caamund* and 
had renewed the existing authorisation of £L.10-mllllon for ^ ,, „ 
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letter 1071/6/64 of January 4 to Ooodlson was incorrect). 
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On the specific question of diverting the head waters the 


distinct publio air of scepticism has not appeared in print. 
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(pro-U.A.R.) carried on January 23 an alleged 
secret report of the Arab Technical Caaalttee's plan for diversion 
(translation by this bag)* It bears little ressafelanoe to the 
M.Z.N.A. renion of the U.A.R. plan reported free Cairo in 
Harley's letter 10712/11/1/61 of January 11, Neither of them* 

I notice* speaks of diverting the Dan, thioh suggests that at 


least s 



realities hare been appreciated. Apart free the 


figure of £6i-*illion appearing in Al-Uoharrer and the Cairo 
communique, the Press here have oarried no estimates of costs. 
Reports that oil-producing countries sould foot the bill have 
been published without comment. 


1. Coanenting on Al-Moharrer'a report Grehan of Development 
Division has calculated that to divert the Hasbani from Souk 
al-Khan (the correct place name) into the Litani would require 
a continuous 5 kilometre tunnel coating at least £l£-Killian 
excluding dam and reservoir on the Hasbani and flood protection 
works in the Litani basin. which would bring the total to at 
least £2J-million. This would be only for diversion into the 
sea. To use the water for irrigation might cost an additional 
£3-million. The quantity of water diverted might be as much 

as 100 m.o.su Other measures downstream to utilise the 27 a.c.m. 
entering the Hasbani from the Vassani spring on looal irrigation 
works (covering say 6.000 sores) and diversion of the remainder 
into the Banias by an 11-kilometre oanal or pipe might oowt 
£lj-mllllon. 


3. As for the Unified Command, the only point 1 have to add tc 
those in my telegram Ko.69 is that L* Orient and Jar Ida quoted 
reports from Cairo during the Conference that the Lebanese 
delegation had entered reservations in the sense that non-Lebanese 
troops could only he permitted to enter the Lebanon by invitation 
of the Government and if put under Lebanese command. (These 
were precisely the reservations entered by the Lebanese st the 
1961 Defence Counoil Meeting of the League, which also decided 
set up a Unified Command). Several papers have announced that 
the Technical Committee and the Unified Command will base them¬ 
selves on the Lebanon. 

6. It has been announced that the foreign Minister will give 
a full account of the Sumslt resolutions to the Foreign Affairs 
Committee of the Chamber on January 30. 
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Desp. in Dept. 




FOREIGN OFFICE S.W.l. 
January 29, 1964. 


We were Interested and indeed surprised to see from 
your telegram No. 1 Saving of January 25 (not copied to 
all the recipients of this letter) that the Lebanese 
Press has announeed that the Arab League Teehnlcal Committee 
and Unified Command will be based on Beirut. We had 
expected that they would be located in Cairo. We shall 


be very Interested in any further information you can give 
us on this subject. 


2. Perhaps it is some confirmation of the future position 
of Beirut that the Times Middle East correspondent stationed 
there managed to obtain the interesting information 
published in today's Times about the plans of Arab Foreign 
Ministers to conduct world tours to plead their cause 
with foreign governments in the Jordan Waters dispute. 

We should be very grateful if you would let us have 
information as early as possible on the Arab Foreign 
Ministers' plans and particularly on which Ministers are 
to visit London and when. We only hope that the idea 
which the Times mentioned of them coming in groups will 
prove to be realised since eleven separate conversations 
on this eubjeot is an unattractive prospect. We hope 
we can receive as muoh warning as passible before the 
first Ministers arrive. 


3. We have had no time to give any considered thought 
to the question of what we shall say to them but I 
doubt whether it will be possible to stick to the line 
given in our guidance telegram No. 31 of January 14 
without giving them a false Impression of where we stand. 
This ia of oourse very much a personal first thought. 

I am copying this letter to Chanceries at Damascus, Amman 
Cairo, Jedda, Khartoum, Benghazi, Tripoli, Tunis, Algiers 
Rabat, Kuwait, Baghdad, Washington, Tel Aviv, Jerusalem 
and New York. 


(A.C. Ooodlson) 


The Hon. H. Hankey, 

British fiabassy, 

BEIRUT. 
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